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W e exam ine the collisionalbehavior oftwo-com ponent Ferm igases released at zero tem perature

from a harm onic trap. Using a phase-space form alism to calculate the collision rate during expan-

sion,we �nd thatPauliblocking playsonly a m inor role for m om entum changing collisions. Asa

result,fora large scattering cross-section,Pauliblocking willnotpreventthegasfrom entering the

collisionally hydrodynam icregim e.In contrastto thebosoniccase,hydrodynam icexpansion atvery

low tem peraturesistherefore notevidence forferm ionic superuidity.

PACS num bers:03.75.Ss,03.75.K k,34.50.-s

Thelastfew yearshaveseen rapid progressin the�eld

of ultracold atom ic Ferm i gases [1{6]. M ost recently,

regim esofstronginteractionshavebeen observedin these

gasesnearFeshbach resonances[7{10]. Studies ofthese

system sareofparticularim portancebecauseofthepos-

sibility ofcreating BCS-like superuids [11,12]. Such a

realization would establish highly controllablem odelsys-

tem sforstudying novelregim esofferm ionic superuid-

ity.

A unique feature ofatom ic system s is the ability to

analyze the gas by turning o� the trapping potential

and observing the expansion. The expansion behavior

can revealthe m om entum distribution and the e�ects

ofm ean-�eld interactionsand collisions. Hydrodynam ic

behaviorcan be easily detected when the gasisreleased

from an anisotropic atom trap.In thatcase,the spatial

anisotropy ofthe cloud reverses during free expansion.

Thisiscaused by the largerpressure gradientalong the

tightly con�ningdirection,which leadstoa fasterexpan-

sion,and subsequent reversalofthe spatialanisotropy.

Thisanisotropic expansion wasused to identify the for-

m ation ofthe Bose-Einstein condensate[13,14].

A BEC obeys the hydrodynam ic equations of a su-

peruid [15].Howevercollisionalhydrodynam icsarising

from ahigh elasticcollision ratealsoresultsin anisotropic

expansion [16,17].Thus,thenorm alcom ponentcan also

expand anisotropically[18].Forthebosoniccase,twokey

pointsm akethedistinction between thetwofractionsob-

vious:(i)Atthetypicaltransition tem perature,theBEC

hasm uch lessenergy than the norm alcloud,so the two

com ponentsare clearly separated in size. (ii) The scat-

tering rateneeded to achievecondensation isusually not

largeenough thatthenorm algasisin thehydrodynam ic

regim e.Forthesetwo reasons,theappearanceofa dense

anisotropic cloud during expansion is considered to be

the \sm oking-gun" forthe form ation ofa Bose-Einstein

condensate.

A superuid Ferm igas is predicted to obey the su-

peruid hydrodynam ic equationsofm otion [19{22]and

thereforeshould show stronganisotropicexpansion when

released from an anisotropicharm onictrap [22].There-

centobservation ofanisotropicexpansion ofan ultracold,

interacting,two-spin ferm ionicm ixture[7{9]hascreated

considerable excitem ent and raised the question under

whatconditionsisthisexpansion asignatureofferm ionic

superuidityandnotofcollisionalhydrodynam ics.There

aretwom ajordi�erencesfrom thebosoniccase:(i)Since

the energy ofultracold ferm ions always rem ains on the

orderoftheFerm ienergy,the sizein expansion forboth

norm aland superuid com ponents willbe sim ilar. (ii)

Current e�orts towards inducing BCS pairing alltake

place in strongly interacting system s. This results in a

largescattering ratem odi�ed only by thee�ectsofPauli

blocking atlow tem peratures.

The interpretation ofthe observed anisotropic expan-

sion in strongly interacting Ferm igasesisthereforecrit-

ically dependent on the role ofPauliblocking ofcolli-

sionsduring theexpansion.Thetentativeinterpretation

ofanisotropicexpansion assuperuid hydrodynam ics[7]

wasbased on the assessm entthatcollisionsare strongly

suppressed atsu�ciently low tem peratures[7,23{28].

Hereweshow generally thatthecollision ratebecom es

independent of tem perature and prevails even at zero

tem perature,ifthe Ferm isurface is strongly deform ed.

Thishappensin an extrem e way during ballistic expan-

sion. In the sm allcross-section lim it,we �nd that less

than halfofthetotalnum berofm om entum changingcol-

lisionsissuppressed.Fora largescattering cross-section,

the absence ofsuppression results in strong collisional

behaviorofnorm alFerm igasesduring expansion forall

initialtem peratures.Thisresulthasthe im portantcon-

sequence ofrendering expansion m easurem entsofFerm i

gasesnearFeshbach resonancesam biguousfordi�erenti-

ating between superuid and norm alcom ponents.

W e �rstconsiderthe expansion ofa singlecom ponent

Ferm i gas. At ultralow tem peratures, ferm ionic anti-

sym m etry preventss-wavescattering in a single com po-

nent and renders the gas com pletely collisionless. The

phase space occupation f(x1;x2;x3;p1;p2;p3)= f(x;p)

atzero tem peraturein a harm onictrap with frequencies

(!1;!2;!3)can be written as

f(x;p)= �(E F � �im !
2
ix

2
i=2� �ip

2
i=2m )

where m is the particle m ass,� is the Heaviside step
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function de�ned as �(x) = 0(1) for x � 0(x > 0) and

E F = �h(6N � i!i)
1=3 istheFerm ienergy forN particles.

Attim e t= 0,the trapping potentialis turned o� sud-

denly,allowing the gas to expand freely. At t= 0,the

m om entum spaceFerm isurfaceatx = (x1;x2;x3)is

�ip
2
i=2m = E F � �im !

2
ix

2
i=2; (1)

a sphereofradius
p
2m (E F � �im !

2
ix

2
i=2).In thisnon-

interacting system , the evolution of the Ferm isurface

can bederived from thesim pleevolution law forballistic

expansion x(0)= x(t)� pt=m .Substituting thisin Eq.1,

weobtain:

�i

(1+ !2it
2)

2m

�

pi�
m xi

t

!2it
2

1+ !2
i
t2

� 2

= E F � �i
m !2ix

2
i

2(1+ !2
i
t2)

;

(2)

which is an ellipsoid with generally unequal axes
r

2m (E F � �i
m ! 2

i
x2
i

2(1+ ! 2

i
t2)
)( 1p

1+ ! 2

1
t2
; 1p

1+ ! 2

2
t2
; 1p

1+ ! 2

3
t2
).

TheanisotropyoftheFerm isurfaceduringexpansion can

be understood generally by noting thatforlong tim est,

atany position x,the spread in m om entum �p i(t) can

only arisefrom theinitialspread in position �x i(0).For

anisotropic traps this gives rise to an anisotropic m o-

m entum distribution during ballistic expansion. For a

m ixtureoftwo spin states,thisdeform ation oftheFerm i

surface from a sphere into an anisotropic ellipsoid re-

m ovesPauliblocking of�nalstatesand allowscollisions,

aswillbe shown.

The m om entum distribution at position x given by

Eq.2,also allowsusto sim ply calculate the spatialden-

sity distribution asthe volum e ofthe m om entum -space

ellipsoid,

n(x;t)=
4

3
�

�
2m E F

h2

� 3=2 (1� m

2E F

�i
!
2

i
x
2

i

1+ ! 2

i
t2
)3=2

� i(1+ !2
i
t2)1=2

; (3)

in agreem entwith otherderivations[29].Forlongexpan-

sion tim es t,the spatialdistribution becom es isotropic,

m irroring the isotropic m om entum distribution in the

trap.

Specializing to the experim entally relevant case of

a cylindrically sym m etric trap, ballistic expansion de-

form s the localFerm isurface into a m om entum ellip-

soid ofcylindricalsym m etry with aspectratio

q
1+ ! 2

z
t2

1+ ! 2

?
t2

(Fig.1(a,b)). Here !? (!z)isthe radial(axial)trapping

frequency.Forlong tim est,thisdeform ation reachesthe

asym ptotic aspect ratio !z=!? = �,the initialspatial

aspectratio in the trap.

Now consideran equalm ixtureoftwospin stateswhich

interactvia a �nites-wavescattering length.W eassum e

that the trapping frequencies are identicalfor the two

states (standard experim entalconditions) and special-

ize to the usualcaseoftwo-body elasticcollisionsin the

local-densityapproxim ation.Thesecollisionshavean ap-

pealing geom etricalpicture in the localphase-space de-

scription (Fig.1(c)). Each elastic collision involves one

particle from each spin state.W e labelwith p’sand q’s

the m om enta ofthe two di�erent spin states. Consider

thecollision p1+ q1 ! p2+ q2.Conservation ofm om en-

tum and kineticenergy m andatesp2 + q2 = p1 + q1 and

jp2 � q2j= jp1 � q1j.Theserelationsrestrictp2 and q2
to lie on diam etrically opposite ends ofthe sphere with

p1� q1 asadiam eter.Thedeform ation oftheFerm isur-

face during expansion opens up unoccupied �nalstates

p2;q2 and therefore allowscollisionsto take place even

in a zero tem perature Ferm igas(Fig.1(c)).

(a) (b) (c)
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FIG .1. (a)D eform ation ofthem om entum spaceFerm isur-

face atx = 0,from a sphere to an ellipsoid during expansion

from an anisotropic harm onic trap. The case ofcylindrical

sym m etry isshown,wherethethree-dim ensionaldistribution

issym m etric aboutthe verticalaxis.The param eterschosen

are an aspectratio � = 0:2 and expansion tim es!? t= 0,1,3

and 10.(b)The deform ation ata position radially displaced

by
p
E F =m !

2
?
. (c) G eom etricalrepresentation ofcollisions

in m om entum space. The two spin stateshave identicaldis-

tributions. Three di�erent types ofcollisions are shown for

particleswith initialm om enta p1 and q1 -none,oneorboth

ofthe �nalstatesare occupied.

Thee�ectofcollisionscan beform ally calculated from

the Boltzm ann transport equation for the evolution of

the phase space distribution f(x;p;t). In the absence

ofexternalpotentialsand neglecting m ean �eld wehave

[30]:

@f

@t
+ v:

@f

@x
= �coll[f] (4)

where v = p=m and �coll[f]describes the e�ect ofcol-

lisions. Collisions attem pt to restore localequilibrium

by countering the deform ation ofthe m om entum space

Ferm isurfaceduring free expansion (Eq.2).

�coll[f]can be written asthe collision integral:

�(x;p 1;t)= � �

4�h3

R

(x;t)
d3q1d

2

jp1� q1j

m
�

[f(p1)f(q1)(1� f(p2))(1� f(q2))

� f(p2)f(q2)(1� f(p1))(1� f(q1))] (5)
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where � isthe m om entum -independentscattering cross-

section, f(pi) = f(x;pi;t), f(qi) = f(x;qi;t) and 


pointsalongp2� q2.Theintegraloverq1 isoverthem o-

m entum ellipsoid atposition x and tim e tforoneofthe

spin states.The�rstterm in theintegrand isthecollision

ratefortheprocessp1 + q1 ! p2 + q2.Thesecond term

correspondstothereverseprocessp2+ q2 ! p1+ q1,and

ensures that only distribution changing collisions con-

tribute.

Pauliblocking is expressed in the suppression factors

for the �nalstates (1 � f) in �. The collision integral

neglecting Pauliblocking,�C l;p,is furnished by setting

the suppression factors allequalto 1 in Eq.5. This is

therateforclassicalcollisionswhich changethem om en-

tum distribution. The totalclassicalcollision rate �C l
isthe �rstterm on the righthand side ofEq.5 without

any suppression factors. In addition to �C l;p,this also

containsthe rate forcollisionswhich do notchange the

m om entum distribution: if both �nalstates are occu-

pied,then the reverse processhasthe sam e rate. These

additionalcollisionsdo nota�ectobservablesofthe sys-

tem .Fig.1(c)showsexam plesofthesedi�erenttypesof

collisions. p1 + q1 ! p2 + q2 contributesto �C l,�C l;p
and �.p 1 + q1 ! p3 + q3 contributesto �C l and �C l;p.

p1 + q1 ! p4 + q4 contributes only to �C l. To deter-

m inethee�ectofPauliblocking,wecom pare�and � C l;p

for a sm allcross-section �. The collision rate ata par-

ticular tim e tcan then be calculated perturbatively,by

propagating the system ballistically for the tim e t and

then evaluating Eq.5 with and without the suppression

factors.

Fig.2(a) displays the num erically calculated collision

rates �,� C l;p and �C l,evaluated at x = p = 0,as a

representative case,foran initialaspectratio � = 0:03.

Both � and � C l;p increase initially as the deform ation

of the Ferm i surface becom es m ore pronounced. For

long tim es (!? t � 1), they are both suppressed be-

cause both the density (
R
d3q1) and the relative ve-

locity (
jp1� q1 j

m
) drop. The two curves approach each

other with tim e since Pauli blocking becom es less ef-

fective with stronger deform ation. The fraction ofm o-

m entum changing collisions which are not a�ected by

Pauliblocking,F (�) =
R
dt�(0;0;t)=

R
dt�C l;p(0;0;t),

is shown in Fig.2(b). The m ain result ofour paper is

the ine�ciency ofPauliblocking during expansion from

anisotropictraps.For� < 0:05,F > 0:5,and approaches

� 0:55as� approaches0.M ostexperim entswork in this

regim eoftrap aspectratio.

The above resultsform an upperbound on the Ferm i

suppression even ifweconsiderallthepossiblecollisions

occurring in thesystem ,forarbitrary x and p.First,we

observe that for allx,at any tim e t,the Ferm isurface

isidentically deform ed and di�erentonly in size accord-

ing to the localdensity (Eqs.2,3,Fig.1(a,b)). W e have

checked num erically thatto within 5% ,the centralm o-

m entum providesa lowerbound on � within a m om en-

tum ellipsoid,atallx and foralltim est.Next,wenote

thatfor x 6= 0,the density n(x;t) puts m ore weightat

longer tim es than n(0;t) (Eq.3). Since Ferm isuppres-

sion becom es less e�ective with tim e,Pauliblocking is

m oste�ective atx = 0. The calculation forx = p = 0

thus provides an e�ective upper bound for the overall

collisionalsuppression in the system . W e conclude that

m orethan halfofallthepossiblecollisionsarenotPauli

blocked fortypicalexperim entalvaluesof�.
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FIG .2. (a) Collision rate as a function ofexpansion tim e

in the perturbativeapproxim ation forthe initialaspectratio

� = 0:03. D ashed line -totalclassicalcollision rate �cl,thin

line -classicalrate for m om entum changing collisions �cl;p,

thick line -collision rate forferm ions�. The displayed rates

wereevaluated atx = 0 and p = 0 and givean e�ectiveupper

bound on the Ferm isuppression.(b)Allowed fraction ofcol-

lisions F (�) for a zero-tem perature two-spin Ferm igas. For

an initialaspectratio � = 0:05,F is0:5.Forlargeanisotropy

(� ! 0),F approaches� 0:55.

So far,we have not considered the e�ect ofthe colli-

sions them selves on the m om entum distribution. Colli-

sions drive the system towards equilibrium ,which cor-

responds to an isotropic Ferm i-Dirac distribution. If

thiscollisionalrelaxation (Eq.5)ism uch fasterthan the

non-equilibrium perturbation due to ballistic expansion

(Eq.2),them om entum distribution m aintainslocalequi-

librium atalltim es. Iflocalequilibrium is m aintained,

theBoltzm ann equation leadstothehydrodynam icequa-

tions [30]. For free expansion from anisotropic atom

traps,these equationslead to the reversalofanisotropy

[16,17].Even ifequilibrium isnotfully m aintained,col-

lisionsalwayshave the e�ectoftransferring m om entum

from the weakly con�ning axisto the strongly con�ning

axisresultingin an eventualspatialaspectratio> 1 [17].

W e now want to reconcile our new result that Pauli

blocking is ine�cient during free expansion, with pre-

viousresults[26]which show thatatlow tem peratures,

collisionaldam pingofcollectiveexcitationsissuppressed.

Forthis,wederivean equation ofm otion forthem om en-

tum space anisotropy � to leading orderin � and T=T F

[31]:

_� =
1

3
(@xvx + @yvy � 2@zvz)�

n�pF

m
C

�

�;
T

TF

�

(6)
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where C describesthe collisionalrelaxation and hasthe

asym ptoticform s:

C

�

�;
T

TF

�

=
3�2

5

�
T

TF

� 2

�; � �

�
T

TF

�

96

49
�
3
; � �

�
T

TF

�

: (7)

In term sof�,the aspectratio ofthe m om entum space

ellipsoid is

q
1� �

1+ 2�
.pF ;T;TF arethelocalFerm im om en-

tum , tem perature and Ferm item perature respectively.

This equation was derived from the second m om entum

m om ent ofthe Boltzm ann equation (Eqs.4,5),using a

Ferm i-Dirac distribution with an anisotropic Ferm isur-

face as ansatz [32]. The num ericalcoe�cients in Eq.7

were obtained by analytic integrations over m om entum

space.

At zero tem perature,there is no linear term in � in

Eq.7.ThisshowsthatPauliblocking ise�cientaslong

astheanisotropy issm all.Thisisthecaseforsm allam -

plitudeexcitationsin atrappeddegenerategas[26].How-

ever,forthelargeanisotropiesofballisticexpansion,the

�3 term ,which is independent oftem perature and not

a�ected by Pauliblocking,is responsible for collisional

relaxation.

Eqs.6,7 allow us to distinguish collisionless from hy-

drodynam ic behavior in di�erent regim es. The driving

term involving v is on the order ofthe trap frequency

!? and the dam ping term hasa prefactorn�vF .There-

fore,the dim ensionlessparam etercharacterizing the at-

tainm entofthehydrodynam iclim itis�0 = n�vF =!? .If

�0 � 1,then onecan neglectcollisionsentirely,and the

gaswillexpand ballistically. Forsm allanisotropies,hy-

drodynam icbehaviorrequires�0(T=TF )
2 � 1.Forlarge

anisotropies,hydrodynam ic behaviorrequires�
1=3

0 � 1.

At ultralow tem peratures, the expansion after release

from a highly anisotropic trap m ay be collisionless ini-

tially,butas� grows,the �3 term in Eq.7 willbecom e

im portant,and induce hydrodynam icbehavior.

O ur calculations clearly predict that for param eters

ofcurrentexperim ents,�0 > 1,free expansion willnot

be collisionless,but show behavior which is at leastin-

term ediate between collisionlessand hydrodynam ic[17].

Fullhydrodynam ic behaviorm ay notbe achieved,since

forsm allvaluesof�,Paulisuppression becom ese�ective

again. M ore quantitative studies are necessary in order

to assesshow m uch this behaviorwould di�er from su-

peruid expansion. Thiscould be realized by extending

analyticalstudies[17]to high degeneraciesorby M onte-

Carlotechniques[33].O urm ain conclusion isclear,how-

ever,that the breakdown ofPauliblocking under free

expansion m eansthathydrodynam ic expansion willnot

be the dram atic, qualitative signalfor superuidity in

strongly interacting ferm ions,the way itwasforBEC.
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